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MINISTER APEL ON EAST-WEST PARITY, FRG DEFENSE POLICY 


DW171528 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German te East and West Germany 
1000 GMT 16 Sep 79 DW 


{Unidentified reporter undated "Interview of the Week" with Federal Defense Minister 
Hans Apel, apparently recorded in Bonn] 


[Text] [Question] Mr Apel, for quite some time a term has come into use in the military 
policy discussion which seems to me to be in need of interpretation. What I mean is the 
term "closing the arms gap" [nachruesten], Do we in NATO really have sce much lost ground 
as to justify the need for this term? 


[Answer] If we start out with the conventional field then we must state that the Warsaw 
Pact in general and the Soviet Union in particular has improved its conventional armament 
perhaps not quantitatively but definitely qualitatively during the past 10 years while 
not all NATO partners were able to keep pace to the same degree. But since detente policy 
will work only if it is pursued on the basis of a secure defense capability, last year 
NATO adopted a long-term defense program which now will improve the arms on NATO's side 
qualitatively, too, but which is also supposed to enhance the concerted action of allied 
troops. Thanks to corresponding initiatives of my predecessor in this office we have 
already ordered new weapons worth about DM40 billion which will be available next year. 
Thus, our contribution has been fulfilled. Then there is a field in which we do have 
problems--what I mean is the medium-range missiles. In this field the Soviet Union left 
the old potentials intact while again initiating a quality leap, especially through a 
mobile missile which is called the SS-20. In this respect we want to try, through NATO 
decisions, to persuade the Soviet Union in SALT III--where the miclear forces between East 
and West are subject to negotiation--to reduce its potential. Only when this fails will 
NATO close the gap here as well. What matters, however, is that the Soviet Union knows 
that we are firmly determined to close the arms gap if the arms control policy fails 

to reap any success. Awaiting developments would be dangerous. 


[Question] Mr Apel, for quite some time it has been known, particularly with respect to 

the medium-range weapons, that an imbalance exists between what the Soviet Union possesses 
and constantly further develops and what NATO has. Why has the discussion arisen now, of 
all times, and so specifically in this field of the SS-20 and the medium-rarge in general? 


[Answer] Well, it did not arise just now. It is always the problem in politics that the 
debate becomes public and liveiy only when decisions are imminent. Thre debate on these 
problems is at least 2 years old. As early as in 1977 the chancellor delivered a speech 
in London in which he drew attention to this problem, The problem has been given some 
additional aspects. To begin with, the Soviet Union's incessant continuatim of the 
introduction of this new missile and, secondly, the accords under SALT II provide the 
Soviet Union with a chance to have the same nunber of intercontinental warheads in the 
eighties as the United States; and in the third place, simply as a result of technical 
progress, our medium-range weapons--which we naturally have and which are essentially 
airplanes--have constantly less penetration capability since the defense capabilities 
against planes on both sides, in East and West, have been improved, This means that 
the debate has been going on for quite some time, but it is entering into its critical 
phase now because the NATO decisions are due in December this year, 


[Question] Mr Apel, actually NATO has always faced the problem that the Soviet Union 
is a great power--a superpower, on the one hand, and a European land power on the other. 
Referring to the discussion on the medium-range weapons, is there any sense at all in 
trying to let part of NATO, namely, the West European part, catch up with what the 
Soviet Union has in this field, as it were? 








™ 
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[Apel] This is not necessarily what we intend to io. Besides, this would indeed be a 
complicated operation also from the Western viewpoint since this may well give rise to 
the idea--and all this is transpiring in the minds of the politicians and military men-- 
that a nuclear clash ultimately could well be waged on European soil as though the 
superpower United States were not involved. 


This is not the point at issue. What matters is that within the framework of the spectrum 
of our deterrence we can answer any political threat by the Soviet Union--such as the 
hint of a possible use of these weapons if we do not do its bidding--by pointing out that 
we, too, have these weapons, though not in equal numbers but in equal quality, and that, 
thus, the balance ofterror continues to work in that both sides can mutually make it 
Clear to each other that any reach for arms, especially the nuclear arms, includes one's 
own destruction, Here we are at a disadvantage qualitatively since our airplanes cannot 
penetrate anymore to the same degree as can missiles, the modem weapons of the Soviet 
Union, Therefore, through arms control policy and/or via the modemization of our 
weapons, the balance of terpor, our flexible response to challenges, must be restored. 


{Question] Mr Apel, let us consider for a moment, and no doubt you must do that, that 
the arms control policy measures are not successful and that these medium-range weapons 
will have to be introduced. There are just a few locations in Westem Europe eligible 
for their deployment. Surely the main station will be the Federal Republic. What point 
has the decisionmaking process reached by now? Suppose no accord can be reached with the 
other countries, meaning the Federal Republic would be left all by itself as the deploy- 
ment area; would we be prepared to assent? 


[Answer] I would like to make a preliminary remark, Actually I do not share your 
pessimistic basic attitude as reflected by the question of whether any results at all 
can be obtained in arms control policy. You say this is not sure, Defiuiately it is not 
sure. But if we see how the Soviet Union and the United States have achieved a result 
under SALT II in the field of the intercontinental nuclear missiles which I deem good 
and which satisfies both sides and gives them security, then it would be strange indeed 
if reasonable politicians in East and West were not able to accomplish a result in the 
case of the European medium-range weapons as well. 


But let me now tum to your question, If it becomes necessary to station these weapons 

im Europe because arms control policy fails to attain success, then these weapons will 
not be stationed on German soil alone, This is the firm, declared intention of the Federal 
Government for at least two reasons. Reason number one: This alliance is an entity on 

the Western side. There is no such thing as membership with lesser rights. All must 
contribute and share in the risk. The second argument is at least as important: If we 
were the only country in which these weapons were stationed we would indeed be much more 
exposed to the threat, to political blackmail by the Soviet Union to the tune of: What 
we Say andthreaten is not at all directed against others, it is solely directed against 
the Federal Republic of Germany. 


This means that for these two, and also for other reasons we will approve the stationing 
of U.S, medium-range weapons--it is important to note that these are American weapons; 
there will not be any German, Dutch, Belgian, or Italian weapons--only if and when arms- 
Gontrol policy fails to attain success and if and when others share the risk with us. 


[Question] Mr Apel, let me ask you a totally amateurish question: Why can these heavy ies 
not be simply stationed on ships? 
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[Amswer] The question is not at all amateurish. It is highly intelligent. What I have 
to say on this questi is this: It would be wrong to extract from the thinking process 
in Brussels the stationing of these weapoms at sea. Yet a number of arguments speak 
against this. There is also an historical argument which must not be overlooked, namely 
that we tried something similar in the sixties. The abbreviation at the time was ML’, 
and all those who have spent scac time in defense and security policy are horrified when 
they recall these times. So let us not cut off the debate on sea-based systems; but it 
will not be a debate that will go very far. 


[Question] While we are at sea, Mr Apel, another question in this context. I am always 
wondering about terms such as medium range. These are designations which can be stretched 
very far with rega>i to range. Why can the backbone of deterrence strategy, the Polaris 
missiles aboard the submarines, not be devised in such a way that it can meet mediun- 
range missions as well? 


[Answer] What simply and thoroughly matters here is what we have already discussed, 
namely, the gradual flexible response to threats. Let us imagine that the Soviet thion 
threatens us with its SS-20, with a ground-based, mobile, reloadable missile. If we 
were then to reply to this threat, to this challenge, by pointing out that we have U.5. 
submarines which fire intercontinental missiles, then we would be answering a threat of 
being hit by a fist--I am using a metaphor now--with the intention of blowing the vorld 
to pieces in the event we were to get a slap in the face. This is a response which is 
credible only within limits. It would spell the return to a doctrine of massive 
retaliation which has not been used by NATO for a long time, no longer being the 
doctrine of the flexible response to different challenges, so that these weapons surely 
play a great role. Yet for their mission of preserving peace, of preserving deterrece 
they have their role, but a role which is not necessarily a European role. 


[Question] You have pointed out, Mr Apel, that one intends to try first to make the 
Warsaw Pact an offer, to halt this whole process by initiating arms control negotiations. 
At which table is this to be done, anyway? We have several: MBFR, SALT. Where, 
specifically, should negotiations be held in this field? 


[Answer] We achieved considerable agreement in the NATO bodies that are preparing the 
decisions of ministers to be made in December. Naturally that must happen with regard 
to SALT. Developments speak for us and give us leeway of action, Despite some irritations 
I am convinced that the U.S. Senate will accept SALT this year. Then we could immediately 
negotiate seriously in the next round that would be calied SALT III on the medium-range 
potentials with the Soviets and with the Warsaw Pact. These would be negotiations between 
the United States and the Soviet Union. The two superpowerrt must negotiate--on the 
Western side the United States because it will be the owner of these arms once they are 
produced, Naturally, consultation mechanisms must be created where the Buropeans would 
have a say because medium-range potentials in Burope are involved, potentials that would 
have an effect from Europe on Europe if the unthinkable case were to take place, 


[Question] Do I understand you correctly that the Europeans do not want to sit at the 
table? 


[Answer] This is exactly the case for a number of reasons. None of the Buropean 
countries--with the exception of England--is a nuclear power or wants to become a nuclear 
power. The alliance as a whole will decide on the stationing. But the arms will remain 
the property of the Americans, and the U.S. President will have the last say on their 
possible use. This is very important in order to link the Burostrategic potential with 
the intercontinental potential of the Americans. We have security in that there is no 
detachment on the part of the Americans. All that has been said in past days is foolish, 
even more--it is dangerous. 








VII. 19 Sep 79 c4& NATO 


[Question] But Mr Apel, there is the term detachment which has played a role for quite 
some time; did we not promote it linguistically by speaking of a Eurostrategic potential? 


[Answer] I will accept that as criticism, We must consider abandoning that term, Every 
weapon that has a effect bryond the battlefield is not a tactical but a strategic weapon. 
In this respect we probably ought to use a purer terminology. But I want to comfort you 
with regard to me point: Everything we are preparing will and must make it clear that 
the alliance is wnited and that there is no way of lemming back in your chair saying we 
do not care what is happening in Europe. 


{Question} Mr Apel, the \ mma MBFR talks are another matter. You were most optimistic 
as regards ratification of the SALT agreement. The prevailing version says that ratifica- 
tion of SALT by the U.S. Senate will have a positive effect on the Vienna MBFR talks. 
Leaving aside that ramification, must one not slowly consider whether a new impetus ought 
to be given to MBFR on the political level? I have in mind, for example, measures that 
will create confidence, 


[Answer] I am in favor of that political debate. But maybe we ought to view the overall 
problems of the Vienna troops reduction negotiations in Europe, called MBFR, First of all 
it must be clarified how many troops there are in Eastem Burope--including the GDR, the 
CSSR and Poland--and in West Burope--including the Federal Republic and the Benelux 
countries, There are differences of opinion between us and Easter Burope. We say: You 
have 150,000 men more than you are prepared to admit. I am in favor of taking the edge 
out of this debate; we must view the details and try to achieve a result. A result must 
be achieved because troops cannot be reduced if there is such a gap in the basis for 
reduct ions. Second, all troops, all armies that are stationed in the reduction area-- 
on the Western side the Bundeswehr, the Americans, the British and the armies of Belgiun, 
Luxembourg and the Netherlands--naturally will be involved in the reduction process. There 
is certainly some leeway her-. 


Third, and this is decisive, the creation of confidence is involved. Nowadays we and 
particularly the Soviet thion can fly up to 100,000 men back to this area overnight. “we 
must be certain that this does not take place once there has been a reduction. Therefore, 
conditions must be created that will amount to some sort of check on what is really taking 
place in the area. We are involved in very intense preparatory talks with our Westem 
allies in this respect. I think there will be a new Western thrust in this matter within 
the very near future. 


[Question] We will probably not hear anything concrete on that will we? 


[Answer] Wot in a public radio, and I hope not in some newspaper either. These are really 
very secret things that are being discussed in a very small circle, 


[Question] Mr Apel, could it happen that the whole Vienna debate--i}* count ing--would 
become an academic problem because of the technical development we just discussed? 


[Answer] Well, I am in favor of making the counting, as you termed it, a bit more politi- 
cal so that the policicians will be able to take care of the counting. Otherwise we would 
be pushing around all kinds of papers in Vienna. Politicians, too, could not ignore 
parity on both sides, and they are not permitted to do that. 


But you are right on one point: Modem technology makes the troops so mobile that the 
comparatively small area--Soviet territory is not included--is gradually becoming an area 
that can be quickly refilled through technical means. Byen so, nobody ought to imagine-- 
even if we built control mechanisms into MBFR--that this would safeguard peace in the 
world, This can only be a first step in order to carry on arms control policy. 











VII. 19 Sep 79 C5 NATO 


{Question] Mr Apel, let me touch on a completely different issue, a peremmial in your 
department, namely the so-called one-way street in arms purchasing. The impression was 
that the decision on the AWACS project, a project that mums into the billions, has 
opmed traffic in both directions om the one-way street. You saw reason qough to send 
off a reminder in a letter. Can you tell us whether you achieved some success? 


[answer] It has been signalled that matters have developed much more positively tha 
we assumed from a German point of view. But that does not suffice for me. My America 
colleague must mow that the Bundestag--and there are no differences of opinion om this 
among the deputies of all factions and myself--will approve the next anual rate for the 
early warming system if commitments are adhered to. 


It makes no sense at all to blame my American colleague for this. He is controlled by 
his parliament as I am by mine. When we are over there in late September I will have to 
tell him, and certainly also to some deputies, that parliaments must adhere to comit- 
ments even if they much preferred national procurements. I even understand that. But if 
we give away one billion, exporting jobs, so to speak, that otherwise would exist in 
German arms industries, something must come back in return. I a= trained as a bus iness- 
man. I have no problems there--and I hope that my negotiating partner will not have any 
either. 


[Question] Most concretely now, Mr Apel: Could AWACS die if the Americans do not adhere 
to these commitments? 


[Answer] AWACS could die. But everything I have read lately tells me that there will be 
no danger if both sides make efforts, if they will be mergetic and conciliatory, if the 
Americans will be conciliatory and prepared to come to terms. 


{Question} Mr Apel, maybe we can discuss another issue too: There is a motion of your 
party in regard to disarmament and security policies. In this connection i rec.ll a 
point I would like to discuss. It is demanded in the motion that the whole sphere of 
arms control policy problems be concentrated and intensified in varicus fields. The 
term disarmament office has not been used. But it smells very much like it, if I may 
say so. What is the approach of the defense minister? 


[Answer] Well, I did not formulate this motion myself, but I skimmed through it and I 
made my remarks where I thought I could not agree. The motion in its present shape is 
in line with my political intentions, 


Now let me discuss the issue, I deem it proper that the Bundestag should improve its 
intellectual capacities--that is one of the demands contained in this motion--in omer 
to be in a better position to follow the most complicated arms control policy and to 
give it more initiatives. Division of labor within the Bundestag has stood its test. 
It would be bad if the Defense Department were not involved in arms control policy. 


We know best how brutal arms are. We are, therefore, urged most to contribute to detente 
in the military field. We are not being ruled out, we do not permit that. Therefore, I 
can live with these formulations. It is obvious that the Federal Goverment must continue 
its efforts on the basis of a safeguarded capability to defend itself, and that it needs 
a strong basis. 


[Question] ™ Apel, one last question with the request for a brief answer: You said 

recently that basically only marginal differences of opinion exist between the opposition 
and the coalition in the field of defense policy and arms control policy. Can you imagine 
that the opposition will again agree to your estimates that are contained in the budget’ 
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[Answer] That is hard to predict. We are now 12 months before the esiection. Security 
policy is going through the mill of parliamentary and democratic disputes. I hope that 
despite all the contradictory positions--and some things are contradictory--we will not 
forget that security policy is such a fundamental element of our overall policy named 
democracy that we must stick together and not mangle each other completely. Security 
policy will also have to be pursued after the Bundestag elections. 


CDU EXPERT EXAMINES MEDIUM RANGE STRATEGY, WHITE PAPER 
DW181208 Frankfurt FPRANKFURTER RUNDSCHAU in German 17 Sep 79 p 10 Dw 


[Article by CDU defense expert Carl Damm in reply to an article by SPD security expert 
Alfons Pawelczyk] 


[Text] The North Atlantic alliance is facing one of the most difficult decisions in its 
history. The Council of Ministers intends to decide in December whether and how the 
Burostrategic threat posed by the modern 85-20 missiles and the Soviet Backfire bomber 

is to be counteracted. The “white paper 79” that was published recently says that the 
Soviets have deployed “slightly more than 100 launching devices" for 85-20 missiles since 
1976. Since these launchers are reloadable within a short period of time it is safe to 
assume that more than one missile is available per launcher. I assume that we must reckon 
with three missiles per launcher, which would mean that by now we are up against more than 
300 missiles with ranges of up to 5,000 kilometers. 


We know that each of these missiles is mirved with three automatically controllable war- 
heads, which means a current total mumber of 900 warheads with kiloton ratings which 
exceed the Hiroshima bomb by far. The white paper refers to 50 launching pads being 
added yearly. If we proceed from the period up to, and including, 1983, the time by 
which, according to U.S. data, the medium-range weapons developed for Burope (Pershing 
II and cruise missle) would be ready for production and possibly for deployment, the 
total mumber of the SS-20 launching pads would have increased to 300. Again, if we 
proceed from the factors 3 times 3, we would be up against 2,700 warheads by 1983. 


If we assume, finally, that one third of these nuclear medium-range missiles is targeted 
on the Near and Middle East and on China, then Burope finds itself threatened by 600 
SS-20 warheads and will be threatened by 1,800 such warheads in 1983. 


Surely it is not an unrealistic supposition that the 600 independently controllable mclear 
warheads existing today, through their mumber ac well as their explosive force, and even 
more so through their great accuracy, are already capable of destroying any particularly 
significant military target in the Buropean NATO states. In 1983 the military targets of 
medium significance (for example military air bases) would be added, but above all also 
the communications junctions and supply facilities, which are of both military and 
civilian signficance. 


On the top of that, the 85-20 launchers are mobile, meaning they are movirs about the 
Western military districts of the Soviet Union and yet are ready for use all the time. 
Their mobility, however, makes them nearly invulnerable. In addition, there is the 
Backfire bomber. The white paper says that currently 80 units exist and that another 

30 are being added each year. It is an airplane which, as a swingwing plane, is equipped 
for low-altitude flight and therefore has a good penetration capability. It is not 
surprising that the white paper arrives at the following conclusion despite its sober 
analytical language and its political bias of belittling the real military imbalances: 
"The Soviet medium-range potential is a strategic threat to the Atlantic alliance in 
Burope against which nothing comparable can be put up on the Western side." 
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The white paper contimes: “The superiority of the Warsaw Pact in the medium-range field 
can currently be compensated for only by reverting to the whole spectrum of deterrence. 
The alliance is facing the question of how it can counteract the development that is 
taking shape.” This is the very question the alliance partners will actually decide on: 
WATO's to be or mot to be in the eigities. Deputy Alfons Pawelezyk, too, speaks of 
security policy decisions of far-reaching importance which HATO and the Warsaw Pact will 
have to make in the next several years. In his treatise in PRANKFURTE: RUNDSCHAU he 
advocates what he calls cooperaticn between Hast and West, which in reality has been a 
contimous concession-<making by the West to the East. And since even he cannot completely 
ignore reality he concedes: "We should declare ourselves receptive to such cooperation 
even thozgh the Soviet Union in the past few years (of detente--the author) made decisions 
which are cause for concern and obligate us to be careful. The Soviet Union would have 
to be asked, for example, why it made its decision on the enormous improvement in the 
muclear medium-range area at the very time when the United States was prepared to allow 
the Soviet Union strategic parity." 


In contiming this groan from Pawelczyk in regard to Soviet misconduct in the matter of 
medium-range missiles, the inguirer directly comes up with a psychological excuse for 
the Soviets. But first, Pawelezyk asks: “Does the Soviet Union scheme to gain a mili- 
tary option vis-a-vis Western Burope’" And he then contimes in a mollifying way: “Or 
was it rather the anxiety about whether parity would be promised but ultimately not 
allowed by counterforces (Wehner's ‘subversive forces?'--the author)?" As if the Soviets 
were not informed about U.S. armament trends! 


Be that as it may, even Alfons Pawelczyk wants to make the disparity in the Burontratesic 
area the subject of negotiations: “Insecurity about the cbjectives of the Soviet Uniou 
is spreading. Repeatedly it has declared itself receptive to negotiations. Let us take 
it at its word." 


A bit later he contimes to say that “the time is still favorable. Sober analyses still 
show that the power ratio between NATO and the Warsaw Pact on the whole is stable at the 
moment...there is mo political objective in Burope that might be attained by the direct 
use of military power or by political pressure...in view of global military stability 
the external security is not yet (sic!) in jeopardy...the United States is and r.mains 
capable of having a secure second-strike capability. It is still (sic!) capable of 
equalizing with its potential the miclear medium-range potential of the Soviet Union as 
well,” 


Granted, these findings by Alfons Pawelczyk are also advanced in the white paper in a 
general form (p. 99). Yet three pages later it says in a roundabout way: “The United 
States anticipates for the coming years the mumerical balance of the warheads in mclear- 
stratezic systems” and “the United States expects that its ICBM's will become vulnerable 
to Soviet intercontinental missiles. 


What is the truth? When asked: “Can you mame an area in which the West is still mili- 
tarily superior,” former NATO Supreme Commander Burope Alexander Haig said on 
4 September: “Yes, the naval forces." (DIE WELT) 


In his speech at the NATO symposium in Brussels on 1 September Henry Kissinger said 
similar things, adding as a historian: “There is no historical precedent where a nation 
which has reached superiority in all important arms categories did not also try to con- 
vert this superiority into advantages in foreign policy." 
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Pawelczyk's assumption tliat there is no political objective in Burope in the foreseeable 
future which would be attainable through the direct use of military power or through 
political pressure is not shared Dy Kissinger. The Social Democratic colleague should 
read up on what Helmut Schmidt wrote in 1969 about the possible failure of deterrence in 
his book "Strategy of Balance.” "The principle of deterrence may fail...if the aggressor 
is mot convinced of the will or the capability of the discourager to go through with their 
threat..." (first editien. p 6%). Schmidt then makes plain by the example of the Cuban 
crisis what might happen if the aforementioned assumption does or does not determine the 
action of the aggressor. 


"The Cuban crisis vas won by the one who, under the protective umbrella of the mutual 
muclear stalemate, nad conve:tional means of power in abundant quantity at his disposal 
at the place of action. All he had to do was threaten to use it, he did not even need to 
do any actual shocting...what is true for Cuba in the form of a tendency also applies in 
a similar way to Berlin or the northern flank or the southern flank of NATO, to Anatolia 
or to northern Norway. A military crisis which arises in these areas, for example, will 
presumably be decided in favor of the one who is capable o. defeating the otl<«r onthe 
spot with conventional weapors, of driving him away, keeping him in check, or at least 
showing him that he is so strong that there better be no shooting at all. And neither of 
the two will be prepared in the absence of an extreme need to take a crisis that is be- 
coming aggravated militarily as an occasion to unleash the great nuclear war--neither 
the United States nor the Soviet Union." (p 67) 


Schmidt's analysis dating back te 1969 was based on the capability of both superpowers 
to ececute a second strike and to bring about an “adequate” damage ("assured destruction") 
by the use of muclear weapons. These preconditions have changed in the meantime. As 
Kissinger explained in detail before the Senate Poreign Relations Comittee on 351 July 
as well as in Brussels on 1 September, the American strategy is no longer appropriate. 


Kissinger said before the Senate com ittee: “There is general agreem.c today that the 
progressing sophistication and accuracy of their missiles will enable the Soviets in 
1982 to eliminate our siloed Minuteman missiles with a first strike." (manuscript, 

p 5). Kissinger explained at several points that this “revolutionary decline of the 
strategic balance” is exclusively a compequence of U.S. decisions and/or neglect. He 
puts most of the blame on a wrong strategy, namely, the doctrine that the mutual 
capability of inflicting “assured destruction" on the adversary would dissuade the latter 
from attacking. This would require the supplementary consideration that a mutual vulner- 
ability of the muclear weapons be retained on purpose. 


But the Soviets did not even think of following this American school of «hought. "while 
we were creating muclear armed forces to guarantee "sufficient destruction,” the Soviet 
Union was setting up muclear armed forces for coping with traditional military tasks 

and enabling it to destroy the military forces of the United States. This has the 
comequence that in the eighties we will be in a situation that (1) manr of our own 
strategic forces including 211 land-based ICBM's will be vulnerable;(2) only an un- 
important percentage of the Soviet strategic forces wil! be vulnerable, so that this 

is not a sufficient option for a strategic attack by the United States," ( Brussels 
mamuscript, p 8 f). 





‘oy 
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The comsequence: the United States only has the option of destroying cities and industries 
and killing millions of people without eliminating the capability of the Soviets to leunch 
a second strike. Consequently this would entail destruction of American cities in return 
and again millions of casualties. 


"One cannot urge a nation to set up armed forces that are of no military significance and 
whose main target is the killing of civilians, expecting that in ties of crises this will 
have no negative effect on the nation's strength to resist. We live in the paradoxical 
situation that particularly the liberal circles in America that ain for humanity and 
progress have supported the bloodthirsty strategy with the Justification that this strategy 
offers no reason for concern as long as the capability exists to kill 100,000,000 people.” 


(page 10) 


Kissinger sees this imbalance existing also with regard to nuclear medium-range missiles. 
"If there is nc correction of NATO's nuclear inferiority in Burope, we will be writing the 
seript for selective blaciasail that would threaten our allies, and we will be forced to 
make decisions while we are able to respond only with a strategy that does not make sense 
militarily and that has only the aim of eliminating the populace.” (page 12) 


Kissinger, therefore, demands suitable strategic armed forces for the United States that 
can be used successfully against the Soviet Armed Porces. "It is equally necessary that 
the Soviet medium-range arms either be eliminated (through negotiations--the author), 
which I do not believe, or that we must begin immediately to set up respective mediun- 
range arms” (in Burope--the author) (page 13) 


If one follows Kissinger, the conclusions of the white book that the "Warsaw Pact 
superiority in the medium-range area can be offset at present only by applyirg the over~- 
all spectrum of deterrence” is not a realistic option any more. Even more incorrect is 
Pawelezyk's assumption: “The United States is and remains in 4 secure position to main- 
tain second strike capability." 


Decisions now and without reservations [continuation of sentence apparently missing) 
Pawelezyk toys with the idea of adding up U.S. warheads of intercontinental range against 
Soviet warheads of continental range in the SALT III negotiations and of stabilizing this 
on a lower level. But this idea is too far away from military realities to be implemented. 


If the SPD deputy were not a prisoner of his own wishful thinking he would know that the 
number of land-based Soviet nuclear warheads of intercontinental range will increase from 
the present 3,200 to 6,000, even when the planned SALT II reduction of 250 Soviet ICHM's 
takes place. If one adds the sea-based systems, the Soviet Union in 1985 will have 12,000 
warheads compared with the present 8,000, (Kissinger said at the Senate committee heering):s 
This is more than the United States will have in 1985. 


But Pawelezyk, too, wants NATO to develop a concept “if possible in December 1979 that sill 
be @imed at mitigating imbalance through 4 combination of defense and arms control policy 
measures.” So far so good. But he immediately adds: “Priority mst be given to arms 


control policy agreements." 


To a question from DIE WELT he sdded: “Some people in the Federal Republic and in Holland 
will probably maintain now that one ought to negotiate with Foscow first." Alexander Haig: 
"Excuses. People want to dodge a problem. Prior to negotiations with the Soviet Union one 
does not resign wiilaterally from an object to be negotiated on." 
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But Alfons Pawelczyk does not let go. With « view to NATO decisions to be made in 
December he said es if he had the Federal chancellor's competence to issue guidelines: 
"Details of possib’e defense policy measures do mot belong to the basic decision that 

is to be passed by NATO. They must be worked out smoothly within the alliance, but 

they should be announced orly in the course of negotiations once this is required by 
the negotiations. The following way would be suitable for inplementing this policy: 

the states of the North Atlantic alliance support the development of nev medius-range 
arms and agree to the stationing of edditional medium-range arms with the provision that 
the introduction of these edéitional medium-range arms will be renounced if the arms 
control negotiations produce satisfactory results." 


In all of Pawelezyk's sentences is the cloven hoof of not getting pinned down before it 
has been proven that negotiations «ith the Soviets are unsuccessful. And this even 
though the Soviets toda; or inthe early eighties at the latest will have « ‘irst strike 
capability vis-a-vis the land-‘ased American ICBM's, and even though they will keep 
Bupope “in check" with hundreds <f SS-20 warheads, to quote Helmut Schmidt. The threat 
alone of using the superior conventional armed forces against Burope or one or several 
European alliance partners would amount to political bleckmail, so that "it would be 
bettrr mot to shoot at 211" (H. Schmidt) because the only remaining option would be 
worldwide nuclear holocaust. 


Pawelozyk's way leads to NATO's capitulation, whether he likes it or not. He ignores 
military facts, which is particularly puzzling seeing as he is a trained major. In the 
end and after having used 211 rhetorical counterarguments, he comes up with confidence in 
the United States: "Is the United States prepared,” he asks, “in case of an attack on 
Western Europe to risk the step toward a gc=neral nuclear war?” And he answers that he sees 
mo reason to doubt the guarantee assistance by the United States. 


But strategy really is not Ghat simple. iI do not doubt the good will of the responsible 
American politicians to stick to their allies. But I do not want to wage war, I want 

to avoid it through deterrence. Therefore, what Helmut Scheidt wrote in 1969 about the 
possibilities of a failure of nuclear deterrence is importani...if the aggressor 

is not convinced of the will %r capability of the deterring party to carry out the 
threat...” 


A man who har been thinking about nuclear strategy for decades and who dominated U.S. 
security policy for years, somebody who knows the Soviet leaders intimately, Henry 
Kissinger, told us thet the United States in the coming years will not have "the 

capability” of carrying out the threat. That ought to make Alfons Pawelezyk stop and think. 


We need « realistic NATO strategy that permits military options. The “assured destruction" 
doctrine is obsolete. Por that purpose the United States needs new arms (*X missiles, for 
example), and ite allies must be prepared to see a Burostrategic balance formed in their 
countries. All this needs to be done as quickly as possible so that the Soviets will 

not draw wrong conclusions from «ur indecision. 


Tnen the SALT III negotiations will begin, but not earlier. If the Soviets want to, 
negotiations will be successful. But most of it depends on us, on the West. Arms control 
is not important, security is important: The target of the CDU/CSU union is security 

at as low @ military level as possible. Certainly: But if the Soviets do not 

want to, then on the appropriate level. 





Pawelczyk no doubt speaks on behalf of many Social Dew vats. Unfortunately, 
however, more and more SPD followers are losing the capability of doing what is 
necessary with regard to foreign and security policivs. 


By the way, if you follo’ Wehner, Brandt, Bahr and Pawelczyk, you will get in trouble 
with the foreign minister. He said golden words on this issue at the NATO session in 
May. If he does not yield, the softening Social Democrats will have to come down a 
peg or two. 


Genscher said, among other things: “In no case can a discussion be repeated of the 
type and the psychological effect of the discussion on the neutron weapon. Moreover, 
we are convinced that our will with regard to arms control...can be implemented 

in a credible way only if we are prepared to make the necessary prior defense policy 
decisions and if we are determined to draw the consejyuences in implementing these 
decisions. I would consider it wrong if somebody in our circle were of the 

opinion that it suffices to decide on modernization in order to then leisurely negotiate 
on this option. The seriousness of the will to implement this decision can be 
stressed only through implementation." 


No "provisional effect!" Bravo, Mr Minister: If you and the ederal chancellor do not 
have enough votes in parliament to implement this policy, if the chancellor still 
sticks to this policy, you should appeal to the opposition. You can rely on the 
CDU/CSU union in matters of security and freedom. 
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SAUDI ARABIAN DEFENSE MINISTER RECEIVED BY PRES IDENT 
AU141321 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG in German 14 Sep 79 p 1 AU 


[Text] Yesterday [13 September] Austrian President Dr Rudolf Kirchschlaeger received 
for a talk Prince Sultan ibn ‘Abd al-'Aziz, Saudi Arabian minister of defense, who was 
accompanied by Prince Khalid ibn ‘Abdallah ibn Muhammad and by Army Commander Infantry 
Marshal Muhammad al-Hamad, The reception was also attended by Shaykh Abdallah al-—cKhayyal, 
Saudi Arabian ambassador in Austria, and--on the Austrian side--by Minister of National 
Defense Otto Roesch and Austrian Ambassador to Saudi Arabia Franz Schmid, 


Meets With Kreisky 
AU182200 Vienna ARBEITERZEITUNG in German 16 Sep 79 p 1 AU 
[AZ, APA report: "Kreisky Invited to Saudi Arabia"] 


[Text] Vienna (AZ, APA)--Saudi Arabian Defense Minister Prince Sultan ibn 'Abd al-'Aziz 
Al Sa'tud has conveyed to Chancellor Kreisky an invitation from King Khalid (both head 

of state and government chief) and from First Deputy Prime Minister Crown Prince Fahd 
to visit Saudi Arabia, Kreisky will make the visit early this year, 


On Saturday, Chancellor Kreisky had a long talk with the Saudi Arabian guest behind 
closed doors, M that occasion all current Middle East problems were discussed, as well 
as questions of economic cooperation between Austria and Saudi Arabia and questions of 
development aid, his visit to Riyadh, Kreisky will be accorpanied by a delegation, 
so as to make it possible to deal with these question in further detail, 


The Saudi Arabian defense minister, who was invited by his Austrian counterpart, 

Minister Roesch, for a 4.day official visit, was also received by President Kirchschlaeger, 
Moreover, Prince Sultan attended a combat exercise, an arms and equipment demonstration 
and a tank firepower display, There is a possibility that Saudi Arabia will purchase 

some military equipment made in Austria, 


On Saturday [15 September] the Saudi Arabian prince also visited the Islamic center 
and mosque that has been built on Hubertusdam Road [near the new UN center in Vienna], 
The Tstamic center will be opened on 20 November-«1/1/1400 according to the Islamic 
calendar--by the Austrian president and by Saudi Arabian Foreign Minister Prince 
Sa'ud, Most of the construction costs have been contributed by Saudi Arabia, The 
Saudi Arabian defense minister is at the same time president of the Saudi Arabian air- 
lines and third in the succession to the throne after King Khalid, 


Interviewed by DIE PRESSE 
AU182210 Vienna DIE PRESSE in German 17 Sep 70 p 1 AU 


[Georg Possanner report on interview with Saudi Arabian Defense Minister Prince Sultan 
ibn 'Abd al-'Aziz Al Sa'ud in Vienna--no date given, presumably on 15 September 1979] 


[Text] Vienna-Saudi Arabian Defense Minister Prince Sultan ibn ‘Abd al-'Aziz assesses 
the chances of a Middle East peace with cautious optimism, He hopes that Saudi Arabia 
will not have to resort again to the oil weapon as a political means, and regards the 
Situation in the Persian Gulf after the revolution in Iran as not dangerous, 
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On Saturday [15 September] Prince Sultan ended a 4-day off_cial visit to Austria with- 
out amy concrete economic agreements having materialized. The next Saudi Arabian guest 
will be Foreign Minister Prince Sa‘ud Al-Faysal ibm ‘Abd Al-Aziz Al-—Sa'ud who is ex- 
pected in Vienna on 18 November. 


After Defense Minster Prince Sultan made it ummistakably clear that this visit to Aus- 
tria did not serve the conclusion of any comrete business transactions but rather a 
"meeting with our friends ani the studying of possibilities of cooperation," the talk 
with DIE PRESSE turned to international questions. 


Does the situation inthe Middle Zast tend more toward peace than toward an armed con- 
flict? 


The Arab side is making endeavors for peace, but "we see that the other side is against 
peace," Prince Sultan declared, declining to express himself in more comrete terms. 


Asked whether he sees any new aspects for solving the Palestinian questions after his 
working dinner with Chancellor Kreisky, which lasted several hours, the member of the 
Saudi Arabinn dynasty replied: "It is the Palestinians who have the say, and they alone 
have the right to mike decisions concerning themselves." Answering the question regar- 
ding his being in agreement with Kreisky he said that the latter "has for quite some 
time made endeavors for a comprehensive peace with us." [quoted passage as published] 


Regarding misgivings over strategic security after the Iranian revolution, the prime 
declared that "what one generally hears is void of any foundation, is simply not true." 
“There is no danger--those who claim that there is de not know the Middle East." 


Asked about conjectures regarding the establishment of diplomatic relations between 
Saudi Arabia and the Soviet Union, he gave an equally clear answer: "Now that is com- 
pletely out of the question. If the Russians give up the idea of exporting their ideo- 
logy, commmism, then there will be at a later time the possibility [of establishing 
relations ]." 


The fact that PLO chief Yasir ‘Arafat lately repeatedly referred to the possibility 
that the oil weapon might be used gave rise to the concrete question to Prince Sultan: 
Can you imagine that Saudi Arabia will ever again use the o11 weapon as a means of 
political pressure, as it did after the Ramadan war in 1973. 


"Those who would suffer are all countries in the world, andi we hope that we will not 
use it again." [You mean] have to use it? "We hope not.” 


EGYPT' MUBARAK ARRIVES IN VIENNA FOR 2-DAY VISIT 
AU181100 Vienna Domestic Service in German 1100 GMT 18 Sep 79 AU 


[Text] Egyptian Vice President Mubarak arrived today in Vienma, following a visit to 
the United States, for a 2-day visit to Austria. 


He was welcomed at Schwechat Airport by Chancellor Kreisky who, among other things, 

declared in connection with the controversial question of Jewish settlements on Arab 
territory that no settlement could be so valuable that it would justify a permanent 

provocation to the world public. 


Mubarak said that his talks with Kreisky would offer an exchange of opinions on the 
Middle Hast problem, and that he had brought with him a message from President as-Sadat 
to the chancellor. Mubarak did not give amy details on this message, however. 
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MINISTER SEES NO REASON FOR FRG, GDR LEADERS TO MEET 
LD1L514352 Hamburg DPf in German 1250 GMT 15 Sep 79 LD 


[Excerpt] Bonn--The Federal Minister for intra-German relations, Egon Franke (SPD), 
does not see any reason at present for a visit by Federal Chancellor Helmut Schmidt 
to the GDR. Franke said in am interview with Sender Freies in Berlin today that in 
order to bring abvit such a meeting “with profit for both sides" a lot still had to 
be done on both sides. He was, though, like the Federal chancellor, cf the opinion 
that it might be good for top politicians from the Federal Republic and the GDR to 
meet to try to speed up the process of normalization. 


Franke expressed the hope that the negotiations between the two German states on 
traffic issues, a veterinary agreement, a scientific agreement and on the health sys- 
tem and a natural gas deposit near Wustrow-Salzwedel would now contimme again ina 
livelier manner following the disruptions in the relationship in the first half of 
1979. He hoped there would be no new disruptions. 


With reference to the new GDR penal law, Franke recommended that all citizens who 
were really interested "cultivate human contacts with the GDR, adapt to and comply 
with the given GDR legal order, whether or not this was to their personal liking. 

The Federal Govermment could not exert direc‘ influence if Federal citizens got into 
difficulties in the GDR. In the event of arrests it would lodge a complaint with the 
GDR, give judicial assistance and see to it that those concerned be released from 
custody as soon as possible. 


Genscher Talks With GIR's Moldt 
LD142154 Hamburg DPA in German 2004 GMT 14 Sep 79 LD 


{Text] Bonn--FDP Chairman and Federal Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher met 

in Bonn Friday with the GDR's permanent representative, Ewald Moldt, for a "detailed" 
talk. This was stated by FDP spokesman Josef Gerwald. Gerwald said nothing about the 
topics discussed. 


GDR Exhibition Opens in FRG 
LD142153 Hamburg DPA in German 1851 GMT 14 Sep 79 LD 


[Excerpt] Cologne--The first official GDR photo exhibition in the Federal Republic 
opened in Cologne on Friday. The head of the GDR permanent mission, Ewald Moldt, 
assessed the exhibition as an expression of the fact that in spite of all existing 
problems between the two German states, relations are developing which could be fur- 
thered with attention from both sides, 


The minister of state in the Federal Chancellor's office, Hans-Juergen Wischnewski, 
described the photo exhibition as a "good omen" for the success of future negotiations 
between the Federal Republic and the GDR. Although there had recently been "some 
stormy patches" in the mtual relationship, the exhibition was not the correct time 
to speak about then. 
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EGON FRANKE INTERVIEWED ON LJINER-GERMAN RELATIONS 
DW181337 West Berlin Sender Freies Berlin German 1600 GMT 15 Sep 79 DW 


[Reporter Kolbe interview with Egon Franke, Federal minister for inner-German relations, 
date and place not given--recordcd] 


([Text] [Question] Minister Franke, a remark by the Federal chancellor that he would be 
prepared to visit the GDR at a proper moment, and friendly words from GDR state and party 
chief Honecker at the Leipzig Fair created the impression that the pause in negotiations 
that clearly existed this spring has come to an end, What negotiations are in the offing 
from your point of view? What issues will be discussed that may have a certain priority 


for you? 


[Answer] Yes, first of all I would like to review or illustrate what caused a certain 
cooling off of relations. This was a burden that came about this spring or summer, First, 
there was the spectacular event that touched off the situation, namely the curtailment of 
opportunities for journalists to pursue their work, Thereafter there was a reaction by 
the Federal Government at the Hanover Fair, namely the refusal of Minister of Economics 
Lambsdorff to visit GDR booths. 


There was also another reaction on the part of the Foreign Ministry: It had been 
envisaged, in line with the treaties, to have certain talks on possible joint German 
interests vis-a-vis third countries, Disarmament problems were to have been discussed 
with the permanent GDR representation. As another GDR reaction, Minister for Electrical 
Engineering and Electronics Steeger canceled his visit to the Hanover Pair, and a planned 
meeting with Minister for Construction Junker did not take place, Scheduled meetings 
where negotiations and talks were supposed to take place on legal assistance agreements 
and veterinarian problems, were canceled. 


Another burden for us was the People's Chamber session in June where the election law 
was changed and where East Berlin deputies to the People's Chamber were to be elected 
directly. One of the latest measures was the change in the GDR criminal code, 


Yet there were contacts during this period of upset. Matters went on, negotiations and 
talks were continued in a businesslike way. There were the work commissions, I think 
of the transit commission that meets regularly, the transport commission, the border 
commission, talks of experts on traffic close to the border and the soft coal mining 
in the Helmst@dt area, That was the situation. 


Negotiations are in the offing now and I have reason to believe that deadlines have been 
agreed on and that matters will continue in a lively way. There will be the continuation 
of negotiations on transport pretlems in connection with the 1978 negotiations--the 
Hamburg-Berlin autobahn is involved there. Another issue will be the development of the 
Herleshausen/Warta checkpoint and the construction of a street from the new autobahn in 
the Luechow-Dannenberg area; improvements in railroad traffic to Berlin are also in- 
volved, Water problems, environmental protection--including the tiresome issue of the 
potash waste water from the GDR that flows into the Werra--will be discussed; also a 
most urgent problem will be involved, namely vehicle tax and the elimination of existing 
injustice. Current talks will be continued on veterinarian problems, scientific agree- 
ments, health problems and natural gag resources near Wustrow-Salzwedel. 


You can see that a vast variety of things were going on but were halted, And now they 
will begin to move again, although laboriously. I hope that no disturbance will take 
place again, since the progress made has been advantageous for both sides. 
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[Question] Have the disturbances been eliminated from your point of view, eliminated 
as obstacles to new negotiations, or are there still some points that ought to be 
discussed with the GDR? Do you have in mind, for instance, the sharper new criminal 
code; do you have in mind the remark by Berlin ruling Mayor Stobbe who said that we 
are not yet even with regard to the sharper criminal code or the change of status due 
to the fact that East Berlin deputies will now be elected directly to the People's 
Chamber? 


[Answer] Well, there are issues where not we but the four powers are involved. The 
four-power status is involved. We made the necessary moves and we supported protests 
by our allies. There will be no formal elimination though. Some issues will not be 
discussed any further, such as the termination of deadlines. This has been made un- 
necessary by the fact that the talks have been resumed. All the other complexes of pro- 
blems resulting from a certain matter will be incorporated in respective negotiations 
without reference to past events. Wew deadlines will be made in a more positive way 
with regard to these past events. 


[question] If you have in mind the new and sharper criminal code in the GDR, particu- 
larly the regulations pertaining to espionage, is consideration being given in the 
Federal Republic as to what should be done--such cases Live happenec -<if a citizen with 
the passport of the Federal Republic is arrested because of the new regulations and 
brought to trial? Is this situation in which the Federal Republic can bring influence 
to bear at all? 


[Answer] Wot directly. We will have reason to appeal to the authorities because we 
have obligations to our citizens. We will inguire exactly about the reasons for the 
arrest in order to give legal assistance to our citizens and to help them as mich as 
possible, It will be the task of those who have taken care of such things in the past 
to get the involved persons out of prison as quickly as possible. In view of the dif- 
ferent approach to all such things as freedom of opinion, freedom of movement, the rights 
of a state citizen and what not, I would advise everybody who is really interested in 
maintaining human contacts over there to adhere to the legal system there. It does not 
matter whether the person likes it personally or not. I believe that whenever one moves 
in other states one must observe the law that is valid there, 


[Question] You have already mentioned the broad variety of topics that can be and will 
now be discussed again. Are there perhaps some new topics or areas that will be 

added? What I have in mind, for example, is an old topic w ‘7h, however, has not yet 
been stipulated as a topic in treaties and agreements with e GDR, mamely, the energy 
supply for Berlin. The Senat has given priority to the consideration that a pipeline, 
a natural gas pipeline, could be installed from the Federal Kepublic to West Berlin, 
naturally on the basis of negotiations with the GDR, Are y 1 considering the question 
already as to what should have priority, the pipeline or the project to connect to the 
West European power grid, which has been under discussion for years? 


[Answer] It was obvious years ago that this matter would come up some day. It was 
also included in the group of topics once brought up to show what would lend itself 
to negotiations without touching upon the basic position of the respective social or 
state system; there the problem plays an important role indeed. 








VII. 19 Sep 7° J 4 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


Now we have something tangible. The latest development in this area is the agreement 
in the ofl sector concluded at the Leipzig Fair, an agreement within the framework of 
inter-German trade for a period from 1980 to 1985, which is an improvement on the 
practice to date of concluding only yearly agreements in that it covers a period of 

5 years. What the agreement will involve is that the Federal Republic will deliver 
just about a million tons of crude oil to the GDR each year, receiving in return gaso- 
line, diesel fuel and also kerosene. This is highly important, above all, for the 
energy supply of West Berlin. I think I may say that this is a step on the road toward 
dealing with the subject in its full dimension. Whether the outcome will be a natural 
gas pipeline or power lines--all these considerations have been made before--will depend 
on how we get along with each other. An overture on the subject has been made and 

I think that there will be a solution 4s well, a solution which will entail a long- 
term guarantee of West Berlin's ene: supply. 


[question] Minister Franke, whether we iike it or not, the GDR nowadays is participating 
in many international conferences and at negotiating tables. It points out from time to 
time that within the framework of the Warsaw Pact it has a leading role, indeed an in- 
fluential role second only to the Soviet Union. Does this mean, and mist we not conclude 
from this, that we, too, must enter into contacts with the GDR, hold a dialog with the 
GDR, more often, say, on questions concerning the Third World, third countries, inter- 
national relations, multinational issues and MBIR, the Yienna negotiations on troop 
reductions? 


[Answer] Something of that nature was to come, that was agreed on when the basic treaty 
was concluded, Consultations were supposed to be held on the most diversified political 
questions so that we as Germans, the Federal Republic and the GDR, would advocate common 
interests with regard to third parties or at international assemblies, if possible, 
whenever we were involved. This was the intention at the time the basic treaty was con- 
cluded and it has become obvious in the present situation when current issues are in- 
volved--disarmament efforts, limitation, and all that which represents topical issues. 
So it is necessary to talk. But as I said, the disturbances led to the cancellation of 
planned contacts. 


In the meantime, however, a dialog has been held. A meeting between State Secretary 

in the Foreign Ministry Van Well andthe representative of the GDR, Mr Moldt, took place, 
It was a long and detailed talk serving the purpose of ascertaining whether, in the 
event of identical interests, this or that could be ad wcated with one's partner in 
international matters. You said a while ago that the GDR is now participating in in- 
ternational bodies as a result of developments, whether we like it or not. I would lixe 
to say in this contexts; I am glad that they are there now and can no longer pursue 
their business all by themselves and in isolation, I see in this development a special 
political quality, for they must now face up to *hings in an international framework, 
It is a different matter whether this means an assimilation of developments customary 
in the world; but it is a political opportunity that has thus been opened up. 


[question] You mentioned the Van Well/Moldt level, Minister Franke; but must topics 
such as arms control and disarmament not be dealt with on a higher level in the fore- 
seeable future as well, and if so, what level do you think would be eligible for that? 
Just a few weeks back the question played a role in public discussion as to whether . 
Chancellor Schmidt himself should conduct such talks, for example, 
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[Answer] Well, this may turn out that way. After all, the readiness in principle that 
the chancellor would intervene directly occurred in practice once before when it was 
necessary to get this traffic package on its way last fall--or at least sometime in 1978. 
This was preceded by a fundamental agreement, and the chancellor had intervened, But at 
the moment I fail to see any reason for a visit to the GDR as this visit would simul- 
taneously elicit a return visit. I think a lot still needs to be done on both sides before 
such a meeting can be arranged for the benefit of both sides. I advocate the view, and so 
Goes the chancellor, that it might be good if the top politicians of the GDR were to meet 
with top politicians of the FRO--such as has been done already by quite a few--so as to 
try to push the normalization process, However, in the present situation this cannot be 
the point of departure, 


ANALYSIS OF CANDIDSTES FOR CHANCELLOR: SCHMIDT, STRAUSS 
DW181415 Bonn DIE WELT in German 18 Sep 79 p 12 W 


(Monica Cossardt undated interview with historian Golo Mann: "Schmidt and Strauss--Their 
Weak and Their Strong Points) 


(Text ] DIE WELT: Rarely or never in the history of the Federal Republic has there been 
an election campaign with two such strong candidates for chancellor, Ina press interview 
you, Mr Mann, even talked about a “duel of the giants," 


Mann: The term “duel of the giants" was not coined by me, but if a term makes sense I 
readily adopt it. It is correct at any rate that in the 50-year history of the Federal 
Republic there has never been an election campaign between two such important men with 
such strong characters, 


DIE WELT: But what is it that constitutes the strength of the two? 


Mann: Like Strauss, Schmidt is a highly intelligent man, an extremely capable, energetic 
administrator and govermment chief, a very knowledgeable man, knowledgeable above all 
regarding the theo:ry and reality of national economy, in particular monetary affairs where 
he is a specialist. a docile student of [former Economics Minister] Schiller, whose 
competency cannot be denied. He is an extremely responsible individual who makes all his 
working power availaile to--one may well say so--the fatherland, but who al*o wears himself 
out. I cannot but see it this way, namely, that Schmi‘’: up to now has been a very 
outstanding chief of state. 


DIE WELT: In comparison, how would you characterize Strauss? 


Mann: In some respects what I said also applies to Strauss. He is also a very clever man, 
but his cleverness seems to me to be more imaginative than that of Schmidt. Strauss, too, in 
the course of his career in the Federal Republic has gained immensely rich and varied 

experience, He is an excellent expert on Africa; his knowledge of international relations 
can very well be equated with those of Schmidt, though they possibly are somewhat different, 


DIE WELT: This is your subjective assessment --how, do you think, do people here judge the 
two “giants?” 


Mann: Schmidt to a large degree has governed without the party and is not popular at all 
with a large section of the SPD, but this is exactly what has won him the sympathy and 
respect of CDU voters, It is not without reason that words are making the rounds such 
as: "He has the wrong party membership book," or “He is the best CDU chancellor that we 
have ever had." Even Strauss said recently: "He could luave become quite a good CDU 
chancellor," 
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In addition, Schmidt, naturally, is backed by the SPD sympathizers. For the SPD 
certainly will not nominate two candidates. All those voting for the SPD will 
sutomatically vote for hin. 


Diz WELT: So it will be hard to defeat Schmidt? 


Mann: It appears to me that the prestige of Strauss is growing at present. People have 
become aware of his enormous ability, his working power, intelligence ami vitality. In 
his Bavarian homeland he is already the uncrowned king anyway, enjoying not only respect 
but also an immense popularity with his voters. But Bavaria comprises only one-fifth 

of the Federal Republic and his popularity doubtless is greater in southern Germany then 
in the north. 


DIE WELT: In connection with Strauss, the term “strong man" is used very often. What do 
we really mean by “strong?” Do the Germans really still have this liking for strong men? 


Mam: They do, a bit. Streauss' strength, for instance, lies in his competence, his 
experience, the vitality of his mind ani character, his imagination. In 30 years he has 
been by far the best orator of the Bundestag. His speeches are very much in contrast to 
the reputation his enemies built for him with such care. His speeches not only have slways 
been very rich in knowledge and competence, they also have been subtly shaded and very 
often have shown an astounding fairness. This contradicts the reputation, but that is 
how it has been in reality. As to the strong man in him, we all have realized thet very 
often he is an irresolute person, that he does not always have the determination people 
credit him with. 


DIE WELT: So he is a strong man with human weaknesses? 


Mann: Personally, I believe that he is more human toward his staff than Schmidt is. 
Strauss himself is a red-blooded person who also accepts other people as such. By the 
way, this is a Catholic rather than a Protestant disposition. 


Besides, I comsider a sense of humor to be very important in politicians. And I believe-- 
I am expressing myself mildly now--he has more of a sense of humor than Helmut Schmidt. 


DIE WELT: But these are not the traits that the Germans consider as "strong?" 


Mann: Regrettably many people were do not deem these intellectual aspects strorg, but 
they see the "strong man" in the proper sense of the word, thet is to say, Strauss as the 
man who is physically strong, big and heavy and from whom emanates something dominating. 


DIE WELT: This does not apply so much to Schmidt, but still he, too, is considered « 
"strong man." 


Mann: Schmidt knows perfectly well how to cultivate his image, as it is put nowadays. He 
sees to it that his character and his work performance, his international successes<--to the 
extent they exist--become known. Schmidt not only is an energetic stete manager, he 
also has no objection to anybody knowing it. The term "strong man" in his case means to 
convey the idea of a purposeful politician. 


I do not particularly like the term “strong man" because it reminds me of Hindeburg, 
Ludendorff and also of Bismarck who was a “strong man" to his admirers, which he basically 
was not. He was much too refined, nervous amd educated for thet. 
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A large segment of the younger German generation no longer has this weakness for these 
ideals at all. After all, the monster Adolf H. utterly corrupted the concept of the 
strong man. We will not get away from that anymore. 


DIE WELT: Willy Brandt called Strauss « “power plant without a safety fuse." You 
yourself criticized the Bavarian by saying: “The weakness of Strauss is sometimes his 
lack of self-control, his quickness to speak out and his impetuosity. Might these 
characteristics ultimately have a negative effect for a potential Chancellor Strauss? 


Mann: Man grows with his loftier missions. During his term «s finance minister, for 
example, Strauss got along excellently with his Social Democratic colleague Professor 
Scntller, and after all that was for 2 years of the Grand Coalition. There was no 
fricv‘on at all in public. 


By the way, Helmut Schmidt, too, is capable of highly emotional reactions... 
DIE WELT: ...which have been criticized vehemently enough abroad, also. 


Mann: This is correct. His mammers like those of a sergeant, for example, have been 
very much criticized in England. Sometimes he treated colleagues of other nations very 
harshly in dialogs. 


DIE WELT: Does Strauss not do that as well? 


Mann: The weakness of Strauss is a humanly liktable one. The spark of his intellect 
and the exuberance of his feelings, and as a result of both often a certain lack of 
self-control in conversation are very much at odds, by the way, with Bismarck's amazing 
frankness which, however, was always a calculated one. Everything was calculated in 
Bismarck's case, his insincerities as well as his unbelievable frankness. He always 
wanted to achieve something thereby. This is not true for Strauss. 


DIE WELT: Taking all that you have so far said, may we suppose that you are in favor 
of a chancellorship of Strauss without any reservation? 


Mann: Iam, for well-contemplated reasons. As long as we do not have what the Swiss 
refer to as “consensus democracy," meaning a government in which all great parties are 
represented, as long as we do not have that and cannot have that, a change is necessary 
from time to time. 


In my Opinion the social-liberal government was necessary in 1969. It also managed some 
breakthroughs subsequently. These were breakthroughs which actually would have been the 
task of the Grand Coalition. Wow the time is ripe again for a change. 


DIE WELT: What makes Schmidt so bad, anyway, that you advocate his replacement so strongly? 


Mann: I consider Schmidt fatigued, and he does not come up with very much that is new, 
either. This post of chancellor is extremely trying, requiring each day an unimaginable 
mustering of all strength. 


DIE WELT: Begging your pardon, but I think this is not @ serious argument against Sctmidt. 
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Mam: Right, but the danger is not so mich inherent in Schmidt's personality as it is in 
the tendencies of the party which he represents, I have no doubts that, should the 
coalition win once more, these tendencies--among others the trend toward “democratic 
socialism"--will become stronger and also more effective, if alone because each SPD 
politician is aware that the 1964 elections can mo longer be won with Schmidt. He is no 
longer capable of that physically. 


DIE WELT: Do you believe that somebody else in the CDU/CSU other than Strauss could have 
taken up the campaign against Schmidt--or better yet, against the SPD’ 


Mamm: All alternatives were artificial, They had put up worthy people indeed against 
Brandt and Schmidt--nothing against Barzel, let alone against Kohl, Yet they were not 
the personulities who were able to convince the electorate that they were a match for the 
adversary, that they were better than the candidates put up by the opposing parties. 
Basically they were put up for lack of better solutions, But you just do not win 
elections with makeshift solutions, Strauss is no makeshift solution. In fact, I would 
say today in retrospect that he should have done it earlier, 


DIE WELT: What is to be expected of Strauss for the Federal Republic? 


Marm: Primarily thathe will decelerate and perhaps even repress somewhat the further 
self-inflation of the state as compared with the private sector of free civic activity. 
I am thinking of taxes, the flood of laws and the red tape which every small business 
man must deal with nowadays. 


DIE WELT: Is tiiat exclusively the fault of the SPD and of Chancellor Schmidt? 


Mann: It is because of a development that has been promoted by this legislature and 
this government. The personal fault of Helmut Schmidt is not under discussion here, but 
as the govermment chief he must accept responsibility for the fact that, for example, 
the mumber of ministerialists in certain ministries has doubled during the social- 
liberal coalition, 


Everybody is striving after state support, one fears independent work and the risk 
involved, As a result of all this, private industry is becoming more and more stingy 
toward foundations. Great nonprofit companies that originally were established through 
private initiative and financed from private sources are now being financed 80 to 90 
percent by the state, with the conse. -ce that the state naturally exerts the respective 
influence on it. 


The pleasant development we had in the fifties, following the great American example, 
wherein nonprofit organizations came about as the result of free initiatives by citizens, 
must “ither if this continues, 

DIE WELT: Amd Strauss is supposed to make all that flourish again’? 


Mann: Franz Josef Strauss at Federal chancellor will not be able to reverse this develop- 


ment, but he will slow it down so that the free initiative of citizens will not be completely 


suffocated, In the development we have experienced I see at any rate a very great danger, 
and another goverrmment headed by Helmut Schmidt will not banish the danger. This is the 
main reason wiy I am for a change. 
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DIE WELT: Schuidt seems to have stood his ground very well as a crisis manager. 


Mam: Yes, he did. In this worldwide ecvnomic crisis he jemostrated kmovledge, a sense 
of direction and good nerves. 


DIE WELT: What could be expected of Strauss, particularly in the foreign policy sector? 


Mann: He would certainly pursue a more relaistic and less idealistic policy vis-a-vis 
certain African states. I believe that he is not prepared to consider every so-called 
liberation mcvemert--which, once in power, becomes mich more tyrannical than the 
overthrown govermment--a bunch of angels--as some SPD politicians do. 


DIE HELT: Strauss' adversaries croak that he will jeopardize the respect that Brandt has 
created for Germany abroad. Is this fear justified? In a recent interview Italian 

Communist Party chief Berlinguer said: “... Germany under Strauss would endanger deterte 
ani everything that has been toilsomely worked out in the past 15 years between the East 
and the West would be in vain. Germany under Strauss would contaminate all reactionary 


forces in Burope.” 


Mam: That is what Serlinguer says. He does not seem to share Brezhnev's opinion who 
was handled Strauss with striking politeness and friendliness. Strauss himself said years 
ago in a speech that reconciliation between Germans and Russians is a main task of the 
certury. He is quite capable of understanding such things. We must always differentiate 
between the “boogeyman” Strauss that his adversaries have built up with loving care over 
25 years, and the real Strauss, who is mich too intelligent to know that no alternative 
at all exists to peaceful coexistence between the East bloc states and Western Burope. 
He says that in relations between East bloc states and the Pederal Republic there must 
bo a balanced ratio of give and take. Well, we will see how far he ge «6 if he should 
become govermmert chief. The visit of the Bavarian Landtag delegation to Budapest, headed 
by Strauss, demonstrates that he worxs and makes efforts in this direction. 


I believe that we need not expect from the real Strauss what one fears could come from 
"bogeyman” Strauss. 


ANTI-STRAUSS CAMPAIGN SEEN FPANNED FROM ABROAD 
DpW181122 Bomm DIE WELT in German 18 Sep 79 p 1 DW 
{Heinz Vielain article) 


(Text] Bonn--The ricts by the leftwing radicals in the Ruby area were but the overture 

to an organized campaign against CDU/CSU chancellor candidate Strauss. Internal reports 
on findings of the Office for the Protection of the Constitution reveal that commnists 
and their auxiliary organizati+ns guided primarily by the East bloc have set for themselves 
the target of mobilizing a sort of people's front with the slogan "Against the Right, 

Stop Strauss." 


Bven now the support from foreign countries is beginning to become discernible, such as 
from among the ranks of the Socialist International. Members of the Office for the 
Protection of the Constitution learned from East Berlin that the SED has appropriated 
extra futsis for its work in the West on the occasion of Strauss' nomination as chancellor 
candidate. 
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Security organs have ascertained that the commmists regard Strauss' nomination 
the best starting point for the “alliance policy with the Social Democrats, 
Christians and trade wion members” which they pursue. Reports on observations 
made by the Office for the Protection of the Constitution say that DEP top 
functionaries have explained this at meetings of their party institutions. The 
DAP anticipates from the actions against Strauss, which are being waged vader the 
Slogan “Struggle Against Pascisan," far more success for its alliance policy than 
from actions such as “Struggle Against Professional Bans” and “Struggle for Peace 
and Disarmament." 


An analysis of attacks so far launched against Strauss, as compiled by members of 
the Office for the Protection of the Constitution, shows that the ccamunists want 
to mobilize a people's front against the representative of the “nost rightist forces 
of the PRO" and against the “neo-Nazis lurking in the background." Reportedly they 
have been calling “for massive resistance” in their newspapers and in leaflets since 
the nomination of Strauss. Ih these appeals Strauss is represented as a symbolic 
figure of a “revitalization of fascism in Germany." 


One of the reports of the Office for the Protection of the Constitution points out 
that support from abroad, too, must be anticipated in the campaigns against Strauss. 
The Swedish Social Democrats have already openly taken the side of the “antifascist 
warriors” against Strauss. Im mid-July, the report says, prior to the opening of 

the conference of the Socialist International on the topic "Preedom and Socialisn," 
the Swedes published a booklet entitled "Bohman, Sirauss, and Their Priends." Ih 

this booklet Strauss is termed an “arch-reactionary West German politician" who 
collaborates with the "fascists." Botman is the chairman of the Swedish conservatives. 
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GISCARD ON DOMESTIC POLICIES, MIDEAST, FRO NUCLEAR PROGRAM 
LD172336 Paris Domestic Service in Prench 1800 GMT 17 Sep 79 LD 


[Interview with Valery Giscaéé d'Estaing, president of Prasce, om 17 September in the 
Hotel Marigny in Paris, the state guest house, in the crogram “An Hour With the President 
of the Republic,” conducted by an unidenti‘ied Paris radio ammouncer and three Prench 
television reporters: Dominique Baudis of Vhe First Television chamel; (Philippe 
Sassier) of the Second Television channel; and (Henri Sangiier) of the Third Television 
chammel for Caen (Basse-Normandie )--live] 


{Excerpts} ([Giscard] I am pleased to be able to address the French people this evening. 


{[Ammouncer] There are a certain mumber of questions we would like to ask you this 
evening, M@ President. We hope that we can put to you the sort of questicis that the 
Prench people are asking themselves in this new social, economic and political season. 
May I introduce (Philippe Sassier), Dominique Beudis, and (Henri tangiier), who 

are going to ask you all these questions. 


Do you believe there is a loss of confidence, M President’ Do you hope to continue 
totally or partially with the policy of the last 5 years’ And is the man who is 
directing this policy, your prime minister, the best person to be conducting it’? 


[Giscard] You ask me first of all about my opinion on the state of mind of Prench 

men and women at this period of the new political season. I think that the feelings of 
the Prench people at present can be gharacterized by three attitudes: an attitude of 
discontent, an attitude of doubt, and anxiety. 


These are not exactly the same things. Pirst, discontent: The discontent is over the 
decisions which have been taken, the measures which have been applied and which directly 
effect certain living conditions of the Prench people. I am thinking of rises in 

public service charges, tram port, of rises in charges for energy, electricity, of 
increases in certain prices of public and quasi-public services (?which came into effect ) 
at the beginning of the month. Thus there have been a range of tariff increases. 


Now the second source of discontent: new measures concerning social security. Measures 
were taken at the end of 1978 and then suddenly in July new measures were again intro- 
duced with an increase in contributions, which is felt by all those who work and who 
thus support themselves. 


Pinally, the third source of discontent: the consequences for Prance of the rise in 
oil prices, a rise which, as you know, led to two successive increases in the price of 
fuele--in July and at the beginning of August, twice in a row and about 10 centimes 


each time, which was felt as a very heavy deduction by the Prench people. Thus, discontent. 


The second attitude is doubt. I mean that Prench men and women are asking themselves 
whether the policy currently being conducted is the right one, if one may expect results 
from it or whether basically one is asking efforts of them for nothing, efforts which 
will not lead to the results which have been announced or sought. 
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Well, why this doubt? First, because they say to themselves: Basically, this 

policy has been carried out for 3 years and the situation of France and the world wasn't 
the same 3 years ago; so why do exactly the same at the end of 3 years? Should not he 
adapt to something new? 


Then it is explained to us that many of our difficulties stem from oil, from the rise in 
oil prices. That is, of course, true, but other countries apart from us are suffering 

from that and are not facing the same consequences. For example, our neighbors the FRG 

and Switzerland do not produce oil. But their price rises are about one-half of what ours 
are. Thus French people are doubtful of the results which can be expected from this policy. 


Then the third feeling is more diffuse: It is a feeling of anxiety about the future--not 
the immediate--with the idea that probably tine world toward which we are advancing is a 
world which will be less favorable for France and that we have known a period which has 
been favorable for us, for our standard of living and for our development. And that, no 
doubt, we are approaching a period which will be less favorable. 


Mr President, I should like to be able to round off these explanations you are giving to 
the country, to our questions, with what concerns France's independence, concretely to 
begin with, but to the extent that there is an external connection. Dominique Baudis 
first. 


{Baudis] Yes, it is planned that at the beginning of next May you will go to the United 
Arab Emirates? 


[Giscard] At the beginning of next March. 


[Baudis] That's right. There is talk of a trip that you could be making to Kuwait a 

few months from now; at any rate, the Kuwaiti press is talking about it. On Kuwait's 
initiative, there is soon to be a meeting of the Arab oil-producing countries on the shores 
of the gulf and the countries of the EEC. Well, are thove countries capable of guaranteeing 
our supplies and will there be a political aspect to these talks on energy? 


[Giscard] [word indistinct] I will go back if you will allow me. We have not talked 
about agriculture. I (?should say) the situation in agriculture, because agiiculture 
must not be sacrificed to this increase in charges which is weighing down the French 
economy. Allin all, France's agricultural machine is the best qualified ard the best 
equipped in Europe, so we must become a great exporting country. If you take agricultural 
production as a whole, there is no mass surplus situation. That is not the case. There 
are some areas of production which are in surplus and where measures are called for, but 
there is still a wide margin for increasing our production. I hope that in the next few 
years we will grasp the opportunity to exploit what is, after all, the only natural 
resource there is in our soil. 


Well now, going back to the question. Yer, I will in fact be going to visit the gulf 
authorities next March, and it will be an opportunity for me to sum up with these leaders 
the prospects for dialog between the group of European countries and the group of oil- 
producing countries. On their side, there is no doubt that there is a willingness to 
take part in a dialog of that kind. 


Now remember the situation last spring. There were fears in France over our supplies. 
Well, no one is talking about that any more; no one is talking about it. But people were 
Saying: Will we have any oil this winter to heat our houses and to get about with? We 
took the necessary steps and I have to say that we met with understanding and a response 
from the countries which supply us. 
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So I will be going to continue the dialog with them on the future of oil policy and 
about a future in which, when all is said and done, we reach a situation where we 
can avoid these abrupt shocks which upset our economy and the European economy. 
There is no political aspect to that. 


On the other hand, there is a political probles: the political problem of a peace 
settlement in the Middle East. France, as you .mow, attaches a great deal of 
importance to this and in connection with this 1 shall also certainly be recalling 
France's position in the near future. 


{Unidentified reporter] Let us talk quickly please, Mr President, about new forms of 
e@mergy. They're verv much in the news. Well, can they take over shortly and replace 
oil? 


{[Giscard] The first new form of energy, of course, is nuclear energy. That is the one 
which covers the period from 1980 to 1995, and it will be very important for France. 

So I call it a national form of energy, and at the end of that period Electricite de 
Prance [state electrical generating authority] will hardly be consuming any oil at all. 
The figure will be down to 5 or 6 m@llion tons of oil per annum; in other words, 

hardly anything at all. We really will have our national form of energy. 


The big turning point is going to be 1981. We launched this program in 1974 Time 

is needed, of course, to build the power stations. Already this year we are beginning 
to reach a significant production level. It is going to go up in 1980, and 1981-1982 

is really the time when we are going to see this national form of electricity coming in. 


The other forms of energy are certainly more important than people say, and the most 
recent studies show that in the end the world will probably get over the energy crisis. 
But that's a relatively distant prospect. Nevertheless, it is important for France 

to get into these new forms of energy. That is why I have set up the solar energy 
commission and that is why we must study a number of other forms of energy. 


[Announcer] I should like to know, in the short term--in 5 or 6 years--whether you 
have a picture of what France might be, and if we can venture into that area and make 
wide forecasts about it without running the risk of being proven wrong. 


[Giscard] You use the expression venture into that area because it doesn't depend on 
us completely. You have seen what the effect of outside upheavals has been. You have 
not talked to me about security and defense problems. That was not part of our discussion 
today, and in any case I shall soon have the opportunity to talk about it. 


And [word indistinct] just a sentence, because this question has often been discussed: 
I categorically rule out any proposal from France to set up nuclear armaments in 
Federal Germany. I categorically rule that out. It is not in the interests of Prance, 
nor is it in the interests of Federal Germany, nor is it in the interests of Europe, 
nor is it in the interests of detente. So everybody, of course, can think over [words 
indistinct], As far as my position is concerned, I must (make) it clear: I 
categorically rule out any such proposal and any such contribution. 
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EANES PAYS LAST RESPECTS AT WETO FUNERAL 
LD190206 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 2300 GMT 18 Sep 79 ID 


{Excerpt] I went to Angola to pay our last respects to Agostinho Neto, a statesman who 
deserves our admiration, as Portuguese and Europeans. This is what President Ramalho Eanes 
said today in a brief airport statement on his return home from Luanda, after attending the 
funeral of the man who was president of the People's Republic of Angola. He said: 


{Begin Eanes recording] As Europeans we cammot honestly fail to recognize the effort which 

Agostinho Neto deployed in the defense of an independent Africa and for the establishment of 
just relations between Europe and Africa, We Fortuguese who are linked to Angola by history, 
language and a wide and complex range of other interests, cannot but recognize how important, 
lucid and courageous the action developed by Agostinho Neto was in the building of the con- 

ditions of understanding and cooperation, which are indispensable to the safeguarding of the 
real interests of the Portuguese and Angolan peoples now and in the future. [end recording] 


Cunhal Heads CP Delegation 
LD150256 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 2300 GMT 14 Sep 79 ID 
{Text] Alvairo Cunhal, secretary general of the Portuguese Communist Party, wil ©e leaving 
for Angola on 16 September heading a Communist Party delegation which will att« « tne funeral 
of President Agostinho Neto in luanda. 
TIMORESE LIBERATION MOVEMENT ISSUES STATEMENT 
ID190236 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 2100 GmT 18 Sep 79 ID 
[Text] The recently formed national mvement for the liberation and independence of 
Timor-Dili today called on Timorese living in Portugal to overcome their differences and 
unite their efforts to liberate East Timor from the yoke of Indonesia. 
The new Timorese liberation movement, in a statement, denovneed the barbarous acts of wholesale 
massacre which the Indonesian army has been committing aginst the people of East Timor since 
the invasion by Indonesia of the Portuguese overseas provinve of Timor-Dili 4 years ago. 
The group of Timorese who have founded the new nationalistic movement refer to the greed 
for power and discrepancies in the decoloniration process as some of the cause of the present 
plight of their country. 
PSD TO NEGOTIATE ELECTORAL LISTS WITH DEMOCRATIC ALLIANCE 


1D170210 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 2300 GMT 16 Sep 79 ID 


[Excerpt] The joint electoral lists opted for by the Social Democratic Party [PSD] during the 
meeting of its national council this weekend will have to be negotiated by the end of this 
month, since they will have to be completed and handed in by 8 October at the latest. The 

PSD national council has entrusted Sa Carneiro with the task of negotiating with his partners 
of the Democratic Alliance the drawing up of such lists of candidates. 
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ROBLES PIQUER INTERVIEWED ON NONALINED SUMMIT 
LD181525 Barcelona LA VANGUARDIA in Spanish 8 Sep 79 p 10 LD 


[Apparent text of interview granted in Havana to EFE news agency by Spanish Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs Carlos Robles Piquer: "Attending Havana Conference Was 
Wise Move by Government" ] 


{Text] Havana, 7 September--As the sixth nonalined countries! conference is about to close, 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs Carlos Robles Piquer has made the following 
statements in reply to questions put by the EFE news agency. 


"The summit has undoubtedly provided an insight into an important part of the present 
day world, Major factors of tension and force shaking our world are present here, 

The principal value of this sixth summit currently ending in Havana is, I believe, that 
it highlights them clearly--although sometimes not so clearly--but at any rate in an 
impressively vivid manner, 


[Question] You know, Mr Robles Piquer, that a number of questions concerning the basic 
principles of nonalinement have been raised, more in the lobbies than in the Ain Hall 
itself. Do you believe that most or some of the nonalined countries are alined, and 
specifically with the socialist bloc? 


[Answer] It must be pointed out that some countries are, of course, clearly and explicitly 
alined with the socialist bloc. Let us not forget that the viewpoint of the documents 
submitted by the delegation of Cuba, the host country, is that the so-called socialist 
countries--that is, the Soviet Union and its allies--are in turn the nonalined countries! 
natural allies, so this is not a concealed viewpoint, 


But I must say two things. First, as far as public stetements, rhetorical utterances 
and speeches are concerned, the voice of these countries has undoubtedly predominated-- 
perhaps because they were given greater opportunities by the chairman to speak at length 
and at the most opportune times when the hall was most crowded and when the audience 
was less tired, 


But there is one fact which I consider highly important and which, in my opinion, is 
the one which reflects the essence of the issue and serves to answer this question--the 
debate on Kampuchea or Cambodia, That is where the ideological differences between the 
two different stances can be seen, And in this connection it must be said that the 
supporters of the self-styled Pol Pot government of Democratic Kampuchea--which certainly 
does not enjoy support as a government because of the indisputuble crimes which it has 
committed--are approximately the same in number as the supporters of the also self- 
styled government of the People's Republic of Kampuchea, As we know, the problem is 
Clearly international, ideological and political, the government of so-called Democratic 
Kampuchea is a government supported by China's friends and thus by the Soviet Union's 
enemies. And there, in that vote, a permanent tie has occurred. And the problem cer- 
tainly has not been fundamentally resolved. 


[Question] Do you realiy believe now, as this summit closes, that atterding a forum 
of the nonalined movement of which Spain is not a member was a mistake or a wise move? 
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[Answer] I am absolutely convinced that it was a very wise move by the government, and 
I say that most emphatically. Wot to use my om words, I will cite those addressed to 
me yesterday by the very intelligent and able delegate of a country with which we have 
excellent relations and which we can undoubtedly describe as moderating or moderate-- 
even rightwing, if you like--on the world scene, This delegate told me: "You were quite 
right to come, The position and status of a guest--as you are--and even of an observer, 
is ideal for a country like Spain, And it is also ideal,” this delegate said, "for 
other countries, I am no longer so sure," he added, “that it is as desirable to take 
part as a full member, like my country." This statement and many others are unanimous 
in asserting that Spain's presence was opportune and that we are right to be in aplace 
where issues so crucial to international life are debated since we will take lessons 
and experiences for our own immediate foreig policy from here and since it is in no way 
advisable for us to be absent from a place where conflicts affecting us are manifested 
so harshly. 


[Question] One final question concerning something which has arisen at the meeting within 
the last few hours. I au referring, of course, to the speech by the Moroccan prime 
minister who, without referring in any way to current Spanish policy on the Sahara, 
blamed--I am quoting verbatim--"the policy of the Francoist regime as the originator 
of the myth of the Saharan people” and who also blamed that regime--I repeat that I am 
quoting verbatim--" for all the misfortunes which have subsequently occurred in Western 
Sahara.” I would like to hear your reaction to this assertion, 


[Answer] Strictly speaking, this is a historical argument which does not have very much 
current importance, However, I will reply with great pleasure and will tell you that 

I was ambassador to Al-Qadhdhafi until the end of 1975--until Franco's death, Well then, 
I must say that at that time there was certainly quite a dynamic office there of the 
POLISARIO which had opened up premises on a street in downtown Tripoli. 


The Moroccan prime minister perhaps made a small historical mistake yesterday in saying-- 
according to my information since I was not in the hall at the time, having had to leave 
to attend to another matter--that the POLISARIO has only existed as such since 1976, 
Obviously, if that is what he said, this is not the case, It existed before, and Libya 
played a large part in setting up that fighting unit. Moreover, the historical res- 
ponsibilities could be attributed to many people. Perhaps we all beur them, WNobody 
need conceal his share of responsibility, 


ETA COMMANDOS DETECTED IN CENTRAL AMERICA, U.S, 
LD182324 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 2200 GMT 18 Sep 79 LD 


{Text] The Spanish security services have detected the presence of a large commando group 
of the Basque terrorist organization ETA in the Americas, and they have alerted the secret 
services of Costa Rica, Panama, Nicaragua and the United States, countries that the 
Spanish prime minister, Adolfo Suarez, will visit shortly. According to what EFE has 
been able to learn, members of the Spanish security services have handed their U,5, 
colleagues a large dossier containing the background, photos and characteristics of 19 
members of the terrorist organization whose presence has been detected in America. 

It appears that the security services discovered the presence of part of the commando 
group in Caracas, a point they used for their arrival to the continent. The Spanish 
prime minister will travel to the Americas on 28 September to visit Costa Rica, Nicaragua, 
Panama and the United States, He plans to return to Madrid on 4 October, 
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LONDON'S ZIMBABWE RHODESIA RECONCILIATION CONFERBICE CONTINUES 
Muzorewa: Bilateral Negotiations 
LD181017 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 18 Sep 79 p 1 LD 
[David Adamson report: "Separate Talks on Rhodesia") 
[Text] Bishop Muzorewa's delegation at the London conference will insist on bilateral 
negotiations with Lord Carrington until there is agreement on a revised constitution, a 


source close to the bishop said last night. 


He made it clear they will not returmm to plenary sessions of the conference with the 


Patriotic Front until the negotiations are completed. After that, the delegation expects 


to return home. 


"We would have completed our mission,” said the source, 


The delegation would not take part in talks on transitional arrangements, including 
elections, which Britain says must be held before the granting of full independence 
and recognition. 


The source was explaining why the bishop's delegation sat in silence throughout yester- 
day's plenary sessions lasting four hours. 


Lord Carrington's agreement yesterday to engage in separate negotiations with the bishop 
and the Patriotic Front during the first stages of negotiations on a constitut‘on appear 


to have placed him in an impossible position. 

Patriotic Front's 10-Point Plan 
LD182051 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in MInglish 1920 GMT 18 Sep 79 LD 
[By Tom McMullen, PRESS ASSOCIATION diplomatic correspondent] 


[Excerpts] Leaders of the Patriotic Front guerrillas would have a major voice in the 
government of Zimbabwe Rhodesia in the transitional period leading to independence, 
under proposals tabled by the front at the constitutional conference today. 


Patriotic Front (‘?chiefs), Mr Joshua Nkomo and Mr Robert Mugabe, asked ‘sr a special 
sitting of the conference--held at London's Lancaster House--to table either 10-point 
plan. 


It proposes an eight-member governing council. Britain and the present Rhodesian 
regime would have four members, and the front the same, Britain would appoint the 
chairman, to be agreed at the conference, but he would not have a cancelling vote. 

A transitional defence committee would be set up by the governing council and would 
start to build a new Rhodesian Army, Similar committees would be appointed for the 
police, civil service and judges. The foreign secretary, Lord Carrington, who is 
conference chairman, made no comment on the proposals. But Rhodesian Premier Bishop 
Abel Muzorewa immediately lodged his delegation's “reservations. " 


A front spokesman said later the proposals were necessary, as only the front had the 
power to end the war. 
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Tonight British officials, after a preliminary examination, felt the proposals were a 
recipe for paralysis because of the four-four division on the governing council. The 
proposals were so complicated they were unworkable, they felt. They noted also that 
guerrilla leaders were moving into positions of power without having been supported by 
the people at am election. 


Britain objected to being so closely identified with the Rhodesian regime, Earlier, the 
front said the present regime were rebels against the crown. Now they were being 
described as agents of Britain. 


Rhodesia seems set to be a major issue at the Conservative Party conference in Blackpool 
next month. With the government insiting there can be no entrenched safeguards for the 
white Rhodesians, Mrs Thatcher could be in for a rough ride at her first conference as 
prime minister. The agenda will not be published witil tomorrow. But already prominent 
Tories want to ensure a motion with some “heat” will be debated. 


UN Peace-Keeping Force Role 
LD191017 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 19 Sep 79 p 36 LD 
[David Adamson report: "Guerrilla Chiefs Moderate Plans For Rhodesia"] 


{Text] A painstaking moderate plan for the transitional period before full independence 
was submitted to the Rhodesia conference yesterday by Mr Nkomo and Mr Mugabe, leaders of 
the Patriotic Front. 


The transition represents the most difficult part of any peace settlement, since it 
requires the surrender of power by the present Salisbury government and the creation 
of some sort of council, including the guerrillas, to run the country ani hold elections. 


The Patriotic Front plan calls for a governing council of four of its memrors and four 
members representing Britain and the Salisbury government. 


A British chairman, drawn from the second group of tour, would have a vote, but not a 
deciding one. 


An immediate criticism of the scheme was that it was unworkable because the Patriotic 
Front would be able to block any measure of which it did not approve. 


Another aspect of the proposal which is unlikely to be popular with the British is a call 
for a UN peace-keeping force. Britain, with the backing of Commonwealth leaders at the 
Lusaka conference, opposes UN involvement. 


The key questions of the creation of a new Zimbabwe Army and control of the police, are 
lett remarkably open. They would be the responsibilities of transitional committees 
formed by the governing council, 


Although the whole drift of the proposals points to the provision of a base for a 
Patriotic Front government, there is no demand for an outright power transfer. 


Mr Nkomo denied yesterday that the front was still seeking an outright transfer of power 
on the grounds that it was the "sole legitimate representative of the people of Zimbabwe." 
It was prepared to accept elections. 
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The document will not be considered by the conference at this stage, because it has 
been agreed by both sides that they rast first deal with the constitution. 


Bishop Muzorewa and his delegation zppeared at the plenary session at which the proposals 
were tabled. The bishop's only contribution was to express “very strong reservations" 
about ths document. 


Mr Smith was not present, and a spokesman said he was wnwell. 


The first session between the British team and the front seem to have g:ae quite well. 
There was a full discussionon whether it would be better to have an executive president 
or a prime minister as head of government in Zimbabwe. 


The bishop's delegation fielded a team of six black ministers for a press conference 
yesterday. 


Mr David Mukome, Zimbabwe Rhodesia foreign minister, contrasted the murder by guerrillas 
of an MP and two other members of an amesty team with "the calculated, soft talking" of 
the Patriotic Pront. 


The MP, Mr Terence Mashambanhaka and his colleagues, were killed by axes in an ambush by 
Mr Mugabe's forces. 


Correspondent Reports Muzorewa Remarks 
LD171210 Salisbury Domestic Service in Inglish 0500 GMT 16 Sep 79 LD/CA 


[Text] Delegates to the constitutional conference on Zimbabwe Rhodesia in London are 
spending the weekeri considering the three constitutions submitted by the respective 
parties, The prime minister, Bishop Muzorewa, has expressed optimism about the final 
outcome of the talks. David Patterson of the ZRBC [Zimbabwe Rhodesia Broadeasting 
Corporation] sent this report from London: 


[Patterson--begin recording] The prime minister, Bishop Muzorewa, says the discussions 
in London are moving well for the delegation from the government of wnity and that a just 
constitution will be won for all the people of Zimbabwe Rhodesia. In a statement issued 
from his London hotel, the bishop said his government will categorically refuse what he 
described as issues which are non-starters. These, he said, are the security forces, the 
military, police and the system of law and order. The prime minister attacked the state- 
ment of Julius Nyerere, advocating support for the Patriotic Front in the event of any 
failure at Lancaster House. The frontline states are intent on playing at kingmaker and 
it is because of this that the forces of Nkomo and Mugabe are at each other's throats 
within Zimbabwe Rhodesia, The bishop concluded by saying that if the conference fails 
because of interference from the frontline states, it will be they who suffer. We have 
nothing to fear. [end recording] 
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KIPRIANOU TO LEAVE FOR ATHENS, WEW YORK 23 SEP 
WC181121 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1000 GMT 18 Sep 79 NC 


[Text] The government spokesman announced today that President Kiprianou, accompanied by 
Poreign Minister Rolandhis, will leave for New York, via Athens, at noon on 23 September. 
The spokesman added that Mr. Kiprianou will meet Greek Prime Minister Karamanlis on 
Monday morning. At noon on the same day he will leave for New York where he will re- 
present Cyprus at the UN General Assembly, which he will address on 1 October. On 

5 October he will address the National Press Club in Washington. He will return to 
Cyprus around 8 October. 


SOCIALIST LEADER LISSARIDHIS WELCOMES HAVANA RESOLUTION 
TA181919 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1750 GMT 18 Sep 79 TA 


[Text] Leader of the socialist party EDEK Lissaridhis welcomed the resolution on Cyprus 
adopted by the nonalined summit conference in Havana. Speaking at a press conference 
today, Dr Lissaridhis added that after the Havana conference there was a ravorable change 
in the nonalined movement towards Cyprus which, he said, would be fully utilized with 
immediate bilateral contacts within the framework on the United Nations. 


Mr Lissaridhis also referred to the Cyprus intercommunal talks, stressing the need for 
substantive talks. He also said that the UN secretary general should be asked not to limit 
his role in his efforts to resume the dialog, but to assume his responsibilities to make 
efforts with a view to implementing the UN resolutions. 


In addition, he referred among other things to indirect pressure exerted for the acceptance 
by stage solutions and to efforts to polarize political life and to divert it from the 
framework of a lucid national-liberating course. 


Referring to the domestic front, Mr Lissaridhis said that the question of a substantive 
militia is still in abeyance, our economy has not been adapted to face the facts of 
occupation and we have not undertaken any campaign to find the means for our struggle. 

He also said that national liberal forces could have established a common national-liberat- 


ing program. 


Mr Lissaridhis added that in Havana he met with a large number of heads of state, with 
whom he discussed the Cyprus issue. 


Replying to question, the leader of EDEK said that the president has the right to form 
his ministerial council, adding that he believes that the president's policy to take the 
views of political parties, with which he intends to cooperate, is sound. 


Concluding, Mr Lissaridhis said that the secretariat of the International Committee of 
Solidarity With South African Countries will hold a 2-day conference in Nicosia on 
22 September. 


GALINDO-POHL EXPRESSES REGRET OVER LIPPE AFFAIR 

NC171215 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1130 GMT 17 Sep 79 NC 

[Text] The UN secretary general's special representative in Cyprus, Mr Galindo-Pohl, 
called on Foreign Minister Rolandhis this morning and once more expressed his own and the 


UN secretary general's deep regret over the affair in which the Austrian Prince Alfred zur 
Lippe is involved. Mr Galindo-Pohl assured the minister that a full investigation of the 


matter is being conducted by the United Nations with the cooperation of the Cyprus Government. 


The United Nations has expressed its satisfaction and appreciation for the manner in 
which the Cyprus Government handled the matter. 
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WO KARAMANLIS-SIENA MEETING SCHEDULED DURING 'ARMS' TALKS 
AT181355 Athens i KATHIMERINI in Greek 18 Sep 79 pp 1, 3 AT 


[Excerpts] Greece is developing mltifaceted activities simed st expaniing cooperstion 
with countries edvanced in the arms industry sector. It is doing this within the limits 
of its effort to develop a self sufficient local arms industry and, st the same time, to 
strengthen its defensive armaments. This activity is reflected in the visits to Greece 
by French Defense Minister Yvon Bourges, who was received by Prime Minister Karamanlis 
yesterday, amd U.S. Deferse Undersecretary Siena as well as by the visits of National 
Deferse Deputy Minister A. Avramidhis to Great Britain and Army Chief Gratsios to Italy. 
According to existing reports, Bourges arrived in Greece for the purpose of promoting 
Greek-French cooperation in the arms industry sector. This cooperation was expanded 
Guring the post-political change period and after Greece's withdrawal from NATO's military 
Wing through supply of advanced French military equipment to Greece. 


The visit of Greek National Defense Deputy Minister Avramidhis to Grest Britain was also 
umertaken within the limits of cooperation in the arms industry sector and was one phase 
in the process to establish such cooperation which started to expand lest September. It 
is recalled that on 28 Sep 1978 a frigate of the British Nevy arrived in the Port of 
Piraeus for the purpose of demonstrating to senior goverrment echelons items of British 
armaments. The demonstration was organized by the British organization for the sele of 
military equipment. 


New types of Scorpion combset tanks end Vickers equipment, in which Greece had shown 
an interest, were demonstrated during the visit. This interest concerns establishment of 
an assembly plant for these armored vehicles and, as officially steted, Avramidhis also 
visited the Vickers plant at Newcastle. 


One of the purposes of the Siena visit to Greece, as it was also reported, was to “prepare 
ways for coordinating U.&S.-Buropean and Greek cooperation in the arms industry sector, 
according to the official announcement. 


According to caisting reports the U.S. official returned from Santorini on Seturdey, the 
same day on which he flew to the island by helicopter to meet National Deferse Minister 
Averof, on the minister's invitation. According to the same reports, Averol drew Siens's 
attention particularly to the interconnection between U.S. bases on Greek territory and 
the outcome of the Greek-U.5. negotiations on special relations and its effect on the 
Greek-U.8. defense agreement. 


Referring to the Siena visit Averof made the following statement: 


"A meeting between the U.S. deputy deferse secretary and the director of the arms industry 
and his subsequent visit with me hed been planned several weeks ago. The topic to be 
discussed, which hed already been explored at experts level, was cooperation in the 
development of a war industry in Greece. I truly am amazed over the great furor it created.” 


As reported by an suthoritetive source no Siena-Karamanlis meeting hed been planned. 
Siena yesterday visited the director of NATO affairs at the Greek Foreign Ministry, 
Ts amadhos. 











VII. 19 Sep 79 s2 GREECE 


TO VIMA REPORTS ‘FAILURE OF U.S. MISSION TO GREECE’ 
AT161400 Athens TO VIVA in Greek 18 Sep 79 p 1 AT 


{Excerpts] The deadlock in relations between Greece and NATO is becoming official after 
the total failure of the mission of U.S. Deputy Defense Secretary Siena and the visit of 
NATO experts to Athens. 


Siena is due to return to Washington today taking with him the Greek G-werment's refusal 
to accept the unacceptable Haig plan for a Greek return to NATO's ~“<tary wing while the 
American experts of the alliance, who returned to Brussels last Saturday, failed to convince 
anyone with their “explanations” that this plan could become acceptable. 


National Defense Minister Averof attempted in some way to cover up the serious situation 
created by alleging that the topic of discussion with the 0.5. deputy defense secretary was 
cooperation in the development of an arms industry. 


Siena's insistence to discuss the NATO irtue, over and above the question of the arms industry, 
is also Gemors cated by his meeting yesterGay with the director for NATO affairs at the 
Greek Poreign Ministry, Tsamadhos. 


Wext week's meeting in New York between Greek Poreign Minister Yeoryios Rallis and his U.S. 
counterpart, Vance, will be definitiveas to the future of Greek relations with NATO, 


During his Santorini meeting with Averof, Siena, reportedly briefed the Greek defense minister 
on the talks he had in Ankara with Turkish officials on U.S. capital financing of the Turkish 
arms industry. It is recalled that the Turks have set U.S. financing of their arms industry 
as a condition for the signing of the U.5.-Turkish defense agreement. 


Yesterday Prime Minister Karamanlis received Prench Defense Minister Bourges who earlier 
conferred with Averof. It is believed the Prench are showing particular interest at this 
moment to the supply of French armaments to the Greek Armed Forces. Bourges left for Paris 
yesterday afternoon. 


As reported no Karamanlis-Siena meeting was scheduled. 


The prime minister yesterday also ehaired a meeting of the govermment committee wiich dealt 
with issues of domestic and foreign policy. 


A statement issued yesterday by the political office of the KKE (Interior) mentions, among 
other things: 


"The presence in our country of the U.S. deputy defense secretary intensifies to a dangerous 
point the pressures of Washington and of NATO for acceptance of the anti-Greek Haig plan 

for Greece's return to NATO's military wing. At the same time it attempts to undermine an 
overture being attempted by the prime minister's visit to the Soviet Union aimed at developing 

a more self sufficient Greek foreign policy which, as Karamanlis stressed, will be multifaceted." 





VII. 19 Sep 79 TURKEY ti 


DEFENSE COOPERATION TALKS WITH AMERICANS TO RESUME 19 SEP 
TA161614% Ankara ANATOLIA in English 15“2 GMT 18 Sep 79 TA 


(Text) Ankara 1 Sep (AA)-<-Turco-American talks aimed at formulating the provisions of « 
bilateral cooperation accord will be resumed Wednesday. The talks started on 18 January, 
and after some time were recessed in order to allow the negotiators to consult with their 
respective governments on certain issues. 


The interim bilateral defense cooperation agreement has already expired and 4 new accord had 
to be signed by 9 October, officials of the Turkish Poreign Ministry stressed. 


According to sources close to the Poreign Ministry, the proposed U-<2 flights over Turkey in 
order to monitor the SALT II accord between the U.S. and the Soviet Union could have no 
relation with the Turco-American defense cooperation accord issue. The SALT II agreement 
still lacks U.S, Gongressional ratification anyway, they recalled. 


The bilateral accord, the renewal of which (with certain amendments) is to be discussed, 
consists of a principal arm! three annexed parts. In case the principal document is signed, 
there would be no need for a stoppage of the activities at the defense installations, the 
same sources said. 


In case the two sides fail to sign the principal documents by 9 October, Turkey will be en- 
titled to halt activities at the installations in question which are currently operating on 
an interim basis. Only 4 new Council of Ministers decision would allow the installations to 
continue their operations beyond 9 Ostober. 


According to the Poreign Ministry sources, Turkey will definitely seek 4 provision in the new 
bilateral agreement that says the joint defense installations wil be under Turkish Armed 
Porces* command as they are currently under the interim status. ifore the recess, the two 
sides had marked positive progress towards the determination of the future status of the 
joint defense installations and on the U.S, military defense aid to Turkey in line with 
Turkish demands, but later “certain difficulties" had arisen and the talks had to be recessed, 
the same officials said. They expected the accord to be signed by 9 October, they siressed. 


The Turkish stand at the talks is based on the view that “economy and defense are 
(?inseparable)," according to the officials. 


VOTCP REPORTS U.S, PLANES TO LAND AT MERZIFPON AIRBASE 


TA1B08% (Ciandestine) Voice of the Turkish Communist Party in Turkish to Burope and Turkey 
9600 GMT 18 Sep 79 TA 


(Text) It has been announced that 18 U.S, jet bombers, in addition to the 200 troops that 
are already there, will arrive at the Mergifon airbase in connection with the September NATO 
exercises in which Turkey is part‘tcipeting. It will be recalled that the 200 U.S, troops 
ar: wed at the Merzifon airbase at 4 time when bargaining regarding the U.5. bases in Turkey 
wa. veing conducted behind closed doors between the RPP<jominated government and the 
imperialist U.S. officials, 


Reacting to this report, which was acknowledged by the U.S. Embassy, Prime M§nister Bulent 
Ecevit said that he had no information on the subject. Meamhile, Turkish foreign policy 
and new goverment formulas were discussed in meetings held in Istanbul's Tarabya Hotel by 
the U.3S.-based Poreigi Pelicy Institute for Burope and the Wear East. 
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